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DETAILED ACTION 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1,4-8, 10, 13-15, 17-22, 25-27, 29-30 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Feinleib (US 6,637,032). 

Regarding claim 1, Feinleib teaches a method comprising: 
transmitting an enhanced television program (col. 4, line 65-col. 5, line 67); 
transmitting a real time event that indicates the end of the program (e.g. transmitting 
enhancing content that lunch an electronic e-mail near the end of the program, to gather 
feedback from the viewing audience regarding the issue discussed on the show - col. 6, 
lines 10-22). 

Regarding claim 4, Feinleib teaches transmitting the real time event through an Internet 
Protocol multicast (col. 9, lines 42-47, col. 12, lines 1-40). 
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Regarding claim 5, Feinleib teaches transmitting a real time event including transmitting 
a trigger (col. 8, lines 35-40, col. 12, lines 27-39). 

Regarding claim 6, Feinleib teaches transmitting a trigger includes transmitting a trigger 
with a Uniform Resource Locator (col. 8, lines 35-40, col. 12, lines 27-39). 

Regarding claim 7, Feinleib discloses the supplemental content such as URL, trigger, or 
application can be embedded in the closed captioning script of primary data and 
broadcast over the broadcast network used to carry the primary content (col. 7, lines 42- 
67, col. 9, lines 40-67). Inherently, transmitting a Uniform Resource Locator includes 
transmitting a Uniform Resource Locator using the tv: protocol. 

Regarding claim 8, Feinleib teaches transmitting a real time event (e.g. electronic mail) 
that warns that the end of a program is approaching (col. 6, lines 10-22). 

Regarding claim 10, Feinleib teaches a method comprising: 
transmitting an enhanced television program (col. 4, line 65-col. 5, line 67); 
transmitting a real time event that indicates the end of the program (e.g. transmitting 
enhancing content that lunch an electronic e-mail near the end of the program, to gather 
feedback from the viewing audience regarding the issue discussed on the show - col. 6, 
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lines 10-22). Inherently, the article comprising medium storage instructions is comprised 
so that a processor automatically performs the procedures. 

Regarding claims 13-14, the limitations of an article as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the method as discussed in the rejection of claims 5,8 respectively, and 
are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 5,8. 

Regarding claim 15, the limitations of the article as claimed correspond to the limitations 
of the method as claimed in claims 6, 7, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to 
the rejection of claims 6 and 7. 

Regarding claim 17, Feinleib discloses program enhancement producer (50), for 
creating enhancing content, comprises a processor 52, volatile memory 54 (e.g. RAM), 
and program memory 56 (figures 2-5 and col. 6, line 42-col. 7, line 67). The enhancing 
content is to launch an application, such as electronic mail, near the end of the show, to 
gather feedback from the viewing audience regarding the issued discussed on the show 
(col. 6, lines 10-22). Inherently, the system comprising: 
a processor-based device (52); 

a storage (54, 56) coupled to the processor based device storing information 
instructions that enable the processor based device to transmit a real time event (e.g. 
electronic mail) that indicates the end of an enhanced television program. 



• * 

Application/Control Number: 09/663,601 Page 5 

Art Unit: 2611 

Regarding claims 18-21, the limitations of the system as claimed correspond to the 
limitations of the article as claimed in claims 13, 15, 14, 16 respectively, and are 
analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 13, 15, 14, 16. 

Regarding claim 22, Feinleib discloses the client 22 receives the primary program and 
enhancing content, the received enhanced program is parsed to identify the enhancing 
content in the enhanced program (figures 6-8 and col. 10, line 17- col. 12, line 40). The 
enhancing content is to launch an application, such as electronic e-mail, near the end of 
the show for gather feedback from the viewing audience regarding the issues discussed 
in the show. The viewer can add command and send the e-mail message to the 
program producer immediate feedback (col. 6, lines 10-22). Inherently, Feinleib teaches 
a method comprising: receiving an enhanced television program; and 
identifying a real time event that indicates the end of the program (e.g. electronic mail 
provided near the end of the show). 

Regarding claim 25, Feinleib teaches listening for a trigger with a Uniform Resource 
Locator using the tv: protocol (figures 6-8 and col. 7, lines 40-67, col. 8, lines 35-40, col. 
9, lines 40-67, col. 11, line 27-12, line 47). 

Regarding claim 26, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations as claimed 
in claim 8, and are analyzed as discussed in the rejection of claim 8. 
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Regarding claim 27, the limitations of the article correspond to the limitations of the 
method as discussed in the rejection of claim 22. Inherently, the article comprises 
medium storing instructions is comprised for the processor to automatically perform the 
procedures of the method. 

Regarding claim 29, Feinleib teaches a system comprising: 
a processor based device (e.g. 92, 1 04, 1 06 - figure 6); and 

a storage (94, 96 - figure 6) coupled to the processor based device storing instructions 
that enable the processor based device to identify a real time event (e.g. enhancing 
content such as electronic mail - col. 6, lines 10-22) that indicates the end of an 
enhanced television program (e.g. television show). 

Regarding claim 30, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations of claim 26, 
and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of claim 26. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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4. Claims 2-3, 9, 11-12, 16, 23-24, 28 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Feinleib (US 6,637,032) and in view of Alexander (US 6,177,931). 

Regarding claim 2, Feinleib teaches a method as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 . 
Feinleib further discloses displaying enhancing content is timely displayed a certain 
juncture of the primary content. The enhancing content can be overlaid atop the primary 
content (col. 5, lines 45-67). However, Feinleib does not specifically disclose full screen 
display of television. 

Alexander teaches displaying television in full screen (col. 4, lines 15-27, col. 6, lines 
65-67, col. 7, lines 34-45, col. 10, lines 5-12). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention as made to modify Feinleib to use 
the teaching as taught by Alexander to allow viewer to watch the television program 
easily. 

Regarding claim 3, Alexander display screen of a receiver to displaying at least two 
frames (col. 14, line 47-col. 15, line 31, figure 1), only one of the frames being a 
television display and selectively causing the screen to transition to a full screen 
television display in response to the real time event (e.g. automatically tune to a 
scheduled channel, or return to full screen - col. 4, lines 15-27, col. 10, lines 1-12, col. 
14, line 47-col. 15, line 31). 



• 
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Regarding claim 9, Feinleib teaches a method as discussed in the rejection of claim 1 . 
However, Feinleib does not specifically enabling the user to elect to retain enhancement 
after receiving the real time event. 

Alexander teaches enabling the user to elect to retain enhancement after receiving the 
real time event (e.g. user indicates the user does not want to watch the program, the 
screen continues to display the data being displayed before receiving on screen 
notification - col. 14, line 48-col. 15, line 31). Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Feinleib to 
use the teaching as taught by Alexander in order to prevent interrupting data being 
watched on the display. 

Regarding claims 11-12 and 16, the limitations of the article correspond to the 
limitations of the method as discussed in the rejection of claims 2-3, 9, and are analyzed 
as discussed with respect to the rejection of claims 2-3 and 9. 

Regarding claims 23-24, the limitations as claimed correspond to the limitations as 
claimed in claims 2-3, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the rejection of 
claims 2-3. 

Regarding claim 28, the limitations of the article as claimed correspond to the limitations 
of the method as claimed in claim 23, and are analyzed as discussed with respect to the 
rejection of claim 23. 
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Conclusion 



5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Birdwell et al. (US 6,108,706) teaches transmission announcement system and method 

for announcing upcoming data transmission over a broadcast network. 

Shoff et al. (US 6,240,555) teaches interactive entertainment system for presenting 

supplemental interactive content together with continuous video programs. 

Lemmons et al. (US 6,442,755) teaches electronic program guide using markup 

language. 

Thomas (US 6,502,243) teaches method and system for locating a resource within a 
broadcasting environment. 

Fisher et al. (US 6,281 ,877) teaches control interface. 

Kikinis (US 6,205,485) teaches simulcast web page delivery using a 3D user interface 
system. 



6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Son P Huynh whose telephone number is 703-305- 
1889. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Faile can be reached on 703-305-4380. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Son P. Huynh 
August 6, 2004 




